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hundred, the greatest attainable pleasure to others may be
the best way to his own; but if in the hundredth his
pleasantest path diverges from theirs, how can the hedonist
dissuade him from taking it? Would he not be a fool for
adhering to the old means when they no longer lead to the
end? The commonplace plea, that it is indispensable to
have general rules that shall not be called in question, %
means no more, on this theory, than that, men being
creatures of habit, rather than of reason, it is necessary
to hoodwink and befool them in order to make them
always serve you, whether it suits them or not; else, if
they use their private judgment, they will now and then
halt, and perhaps upset the public coach. This plea holcU
good only on behalf of an authoritative law or intuitive
datum of our nature, which we have to accept with trust,
as universally valid and conditioning all our judgments of
experience; and has no legitimate application to mere
inductive rules, provisionally framed fiom a majority of
observed instances, and for ever open to exceptions and to
revision. Of such empirical rules, the whole value depends
on their being not blindly accepted and shut up, but kept
under the eye of a vigilant criticism, that shifts their
boundary as life supplies new and modifying experimentsl.
And if the claim of general happiness cannot be pressed
beyond its coincidence with the agent's own, the mioads of
exception to ethical rules assuredly have no inconsiderable
range. This may be approximately judged by comparing
the standards of conduct to which rational men conform,
on the one hand, when supposing themselves to have the
guidance of an intuitive conscience, and on the other, when
avowedly ruled by their own greatest pleasure. When was
it ever known that this last motive unfurled the flag of an
ideal morality, and led the way to heroic attacks upon the
strongholds of wrong ? Is it not rather the secret excuse or
the open plea for cowardly acquiescence in things as they

1 Mr. F, Hi Bradley has well animadverted on this weak point in the
Utilitarian morals, in his * Ethical Studies,' pp. 96 98.

A a 2